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Our community gives heartfelt thanks to Mr.

Stephens for his lifelong commitment to edu-
cation and his ongoing dedication to public
service. He is an asset to our community, and
I want to thank Mr. Stephens for his years of
hard work and selfless dedication and con-
gratulate him on a well-deserved retirement.
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THE WATER ENHANCEMENT
SECURITY ACT

HON. GARY A. CONDIT
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001
Mr. CONDIT. Mr. Speaker, I join with Mr.

CALVERT today in introducing the ‘‘Water En-
hancement Security Act’’. This bill is the cul-
mination of almost one decade of work by the
Congress and the state Legislature, federal
and state agencies and the California busi-
ness community, agricultural and urban water
districts and environmental groups.

For years, the water system in California
seems to have been ‘‘broken’’—our main
water system, the Sacramento-San Joaquin
River Delta and San Francisco Bay has been
in a state of crisis due to conflicts between en-
vironmental protection, water use and water
quality. In a state where we seem to either
feast on water or famine without water, the
drought of 1987–92 demonstrated just how
vulnerable California is to water shortages,
and the flood of 1997 demonstrated how vul-
nerable we are to the effects of flooding. Fre-
quent conflicts between water quality, fish pro-
tection and water supply magnify the problem
and demonstrate just how little ‘‘give’’ there is
in our current system. With the state’s popu-
lation expected to grow from 34 million today
to 59 million in 2040, the need to conserve, to
better manage our existing supplies and to at-
tain greater storage capacity is critical.

Despite the years of recognition by most
Californians as to the need to attain these
goals, no major achievement in our water pol-
icy had taken place since the 1960s, when,
under Governor Pat Brown’s leadership, the
State Water Project was conceived. That was,
however, until CalFed was formed in 1994.

In response to the water conflicts and the
feast or famine predicament that we were
under, the state and federal Administrations
began talks, known as ‘‘CalFed’’. Over a pe-
riod of years, 18 state and federal agencies
have conducted hundreds of meetings, public
hearings and negotiations with stakeholders
regarding ways to better manage the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin River Delta for those
who depend upon it, as well as ways to re-
store the Bay-Delta’s ecosystem. It seemed
that there was everything to loose and every-
thing to be gained.—as the hub of California’s
water supply, the

Last year, I worked closely with California
Governor Gray Davis and then Secretary of
the Interior, Bruce Babbitt on a package that
would move the CalFed program forward.
Then, in June, 2000, Governor Davis and Sec-
retary of Interior Babbitt announced a historic
blueprint—the CalFed Framework for Action,
followed by the Record of Decision in July,
2000. The legislation being introduced today is
the crucial next step for the program. It author-
izes the CalFed program to move forward, and
expands this blueprint to other regions of the
state.

Balance is the cornerstone of this bill. This
bill ensures a long-lasting balanced program
with the visionary and innovative approach of
linking progress on water supply and water
quality with progress to the environment, and
with linking environmental progress to im-
provements in water supply and water quality.
This theme of balance is echoed throughout
the bill—there is balance in the structure for
governance, balance in ecosystem/non-eco-
system programming, balance among the var-
ious regions of the state and balance in fund-
ing.

The bill is comprehensive and action-ori-
ented. This bill provides real, tangible improve-
ments for the environment, water quality and
water supply throughout California. It commits
to desperately needed additional surface and
groundwater storage by authorizing water sup-
ply, water quality and flood control infrastruc-
ture improvements for a system that hasn’t
seen any major improvements in over 30
years. It contains short-term water supply im-
provements for water users that rely upon
Delta exports and that have been dispropor-
tionately impacted by federal regulatory re-
quirements. It expands environmental restora-
tion projects in wetlands, the Sacramento-San
Joaquin River Bay Delta estuary, and rivers
and streams. It expands and funds state-of-the
art water recycling and conservation programs
throughout California. Each of these program
elements is essential to improving the reli-
ability and quality of California’s water supply.

We are at a crossroad in California, as well
as in most other regions of the country. For
decades, we have benefited from the foresight
of our predecessors—in their vision of what in-
frastructure would be necessary to meet our
energy needs, our water needs, our transpor-
tation needs, our educational needs. I believe
that it’s time for us to exercise that same lead-
ership, that same vision. I believe that it is
time to prepare our generation and the gen-
erations that will follow us for the future. In
meeting these needs, I believe that we can
benefit from the things that we have learned
over the last several decades about how to
better protect the environment and about how
to better conserve, while at the same time,
providing for greater economic progress. This
bill charts a course for attaining that vision.

I want to thank Mr. CALVERT for his leader-
ship and efforts. I know that he and his staff
have worked tirelessly to craft a fair and bal-
anced program. I am committed, and I know
that Mr. CALVERT is committed as well, to con-
tinue to work with Senator FEINSTEIN on her
bill, and with the state and federal agencies
and Administrations, and with all stakeholders
on refinements to the bill to ensure that its po-
tential benefits are met.
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INTERVIEW WITH UKRAINIAN
PRESIDENT LEONID KUCHMA

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to call to the
attention of my colleagues a recent interview
with Ukrainian President Leonid Kuchma
which appeared in The International Jeru-
salem Post on May 11, 2001. This important
interview discusses a wide range of matters

from Ukraine’s cooperation with NATO to its
relations with Israel to its current state of eco-
nomic development. The interview also pro-
vides President Kuchma an opportunity to re-
spond to some of the criticism recently leveled
against him.

I ask that the article be printed at this point
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

[From the International Jerusalem Post,
May 11, 2001]

THE VIEW FROM KIEV

UKRAINIAN PRESIDENT LEONID KUCHMA TALKS
ABOUT HIS COUNTRY’S RELATIONSHIP WITH
ISRAEL, THE SOMETIMES TROUBLED PAST OF
ITS JEWISH COMMUNITY, AND ITS POLITICAL
AND ECONOMIC FUTURE

(By Thomas A. Rose)

Mr. President, thank you for agreeing to
share your thoughts with our readers. Your
administration has come under increasing
criticism from opponents who accuse your
government of everything from failing to im-
plement meaningful economic reform to sup-
pressing press freedoms and even to charges
that you were personally involved in the
death of a prominent journalist. As a result,
many in the West, particularly the United
States, have started to question your coun-
try’s political stability. How would you re-
spond to these charges and concerns?

Politically, Ukraine is both stable and pre-
dictable. Industrial production is up, finan-
cial markets are improved, our agricultural
sector is showing great promise, and we are
beginning to see real progress in our effort to
redress social contradictions.

Governmental bodies and the local au-
thorities are functioning normally.

The world must know of the tremendous
progress we have made and of the tremen-
dous progress we will make. Our state is only
10 years old. In that short time, we have de-
veloped a functioning democracy, a free
press, an independent financial system, and
have become the first nation in history to
voluntarily renounce and destroy its nuclear
weapons’ capability. These are not small ac-
complishments.

Regarding the attacks against me person-
ally, I would call it more of an aggravation
than a crisis. It is the demonstration and
consequence of the situational uniting and
stirring up of different forces and particular
persons—political outsiders if you will—who
are out for revenge and the redistribution of
power through unconstitutional means.

Unfortunately, all the attention their out-
landish charges are gaining in the West has
emboldened them to think that they can
threaten even the most considerable achieve-
ments of our Ukrainian nation, which are
independence and sovereignty. Their ambi-
tion is to gain power for themselves. Yet, as
you would say, the proof is in the pudding.

Domestically, which with all due respect,
is the political realm to which I am respon-
sible, these people cannot find support.

As to the so called ‘‘demonstrations’’
which have been well reported in the West, a
few thousand paid participants in these pro-
tests do not have the key role and do not de-
termine the general frames of mind of the
Ukrainian people. In fact, things in this re-
gard seem to have peaked on March 9. This
has no doubt frightened the agitators, which
is the very reason why they are trying to
internationalize their cause.

However, I would be insincere if I do not
say that artificial, purposeful, and excess
politicization does not weaken our country
and its ability to tackle the huge social and
economic problems we face.
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My office shall never submit to the influ-

ence of such provocations and shall not
strengthen these pseudo-oppositionists.

Mr. President, the question of NATO mem-
bership for your country continues to be a
point of friction between NATO, the Russian
Federation, and Ukraine. It seems as though
your administration has decided to back off
from this initiative, at least for now. Does
this mean that your country is more inter-
ested in improved relations with the Russian
Federation, perhaps at the expense of the
West?

I strongly object to the way you have
raised this question.

Ukraine has always been consistent in its
interest in cooperating with NATO. The be-
ginning of the relations’ development be-
tween Ukraine and the Atlantic alliance was
made right after our country achieved its
independence. Let me remind you that I
signed the charter on special partnerships
between Ukraine and NATO in 1997.

Cooperation between Ukraine and NATO
has been progressing and covers a wide range
of military and defense industries. One of the
key elements of the cooperation remains our
participation in the joint Ukrainian-Polish
battalion and Ukrainian helicopter platoons
are acting now within the contingent of
peacemaking forces in Kosovo.

Speaking of the possibility of membership
of Ukraine in the NATO alliance, my more
direct answer to your question is that while
we are increasing our cooperation with ele-
ments of NATO and the alliance, we are not
ready to consider membership yet. Unilat-
eral political announcements about our in-
terest or readiness for implementation would
be premature and harmful to the alliance
and my country.

We are not reorienting our political out-
look as you tried to suggest.

Ukraine looks forward to integrating itself
in the European direction as a strategic op-
tion, while at the same time maintaining
good relations with all our neighboring coun-
tries, including those in the East.

You have enjoyed notably good relations
with all five of the Israeli prime ministers
with whom you have worked. Knowing the
troubled history of Ukrainian-Jewish rela-
tions, do you view this association as an at-
tempt at national reconciliation or rather as
a national strategic interest? In your view,
is it necessary for Ukraine to actively pursue
reconciliation with Israel and/or the Jewish
people?

I am very proud of the excellent relations
between our two great countries and my
good relations with all of your elected lead-
ers. I had a particularly close relationship
with Ytzhak Rabin and I considered it a
great honor to attend his funeral.

Earlier this year already I was delighted to
receive the president of the State of Israel,
Moshe Katsav, who has become my sincere
friend. I am confident that President
Katsav’s visit will result in new under-
standings between our peoples.

Regarding you new prime minister, I am
convinced that the heritage of this great son
of the State of Israel will do all he can to
help to lead the Middle East region to the
peace and stability. Ariel Sharon is known in
Ukraine as a experienced statesman and
military leader, and as a wise person. He is
very highly regarded. I hope that the policy
of his government will continue on its path
of working to achieve the goal sought by the
Jewish people for countless generations—a
prosperous, secure, and stable Jewish state
at peace with its neighbors.

In my letter of congratulation to then
prime minister-elect Sharon I reaffirmed the
readiness of Ukraine to follow our two coun-
tries’ recent tradition of excellent bilateral
relations and close cooperation.

Currently, the scope of our cooperation
with Israel is quite extensive. I look forward
to working with Prime Minister Sharon to
even further expand our already expansive
commercial relations.

Let’s not forget the fact that nearly 400,000
of the roughly one million recent immi-
grants to Israel from the republics of the
former Soviet Union are from Ukraine. This
alone is reason for a special relationship be-
tween our countries. That so many of our
former countrymen have decided to make
Israel their new home makes our concern
about the political situation in your region
more acute. Terrorism and violence that cre-
ate distrust and hostility are especially dan-
gerous and inadmissible. It is a dead end. I
said as much in my recent message to Chair-
man Arafat, imploring him to do all in his
power to curb violent demonstrations and to
resume his fight against extremist organiza-
tions.

At the request of President Katsav, I have
instructed our Foreign Affairs Ministry to
take all possible measures to help win the re-
lease of the Israeli servicemen kidnapped by
Hizbullah.

Our country also recognizes the right of
the Palestinian people to an independent
state of their own. Yet we believe that his
nation can only come into being as a result
of negotiations.

Your previous answer would likely come as
a surprise to many of our readers. The extent
of your country’s relationship with Israel,
its support for Israel, its commitment to the
peace process, these things are largely un-
known. Why do you suppose that is? Do you
think it may have something to do with the
troubled history of our people?

Well, you are probably in a better position
to answer that than I am.

Another point to make regards our recent
decision, as president of the United Nations
Security Council. Our delegation did not sup-
port the resolution, subsequently vetoed by
the United States, which would have man-
dated an international ‘‘peacekeeping’’ force
for deployment in Palestinian areas. We did
not believe such a step was wise or helpful.

To the contrary. Recent events have only
reinforced the fact that peace can only be
achieved by the parties themselves. Solu-
tions cannot be imposed upon them. But
Ukraine also recognizes and supports the
need to give great weight to the positions ex-
pressed by the international community.

After independence, the priority for
Ukraine was to consolidate its authority and
international recognition and obtain the at-
tributes of statehood. Generally we suc-
ceeded. Most important in our view was de-
veloping good working relations with the
United States and the European Union. This
took more effort than that required to estab-
lish relations with our eastern neighbors
since we have lived and worked with them
for centuries. This wasn’t the case with
Western countries.

This year marks the 60th anniversary of
Nazi invasion of Ukraine, then part of the
Soviet Union, and the destruction of nearly
one million Ukrainian Jews. More than
100,000 of those Jews were murdered not five
miles from here at a place called Babi Yar.
As this awful date approaches what com-
memorative events are planned in Ukraine?

Yes, Kiev is the sight of one of the most
tragic crimes in the whole history of man.
Compounding the enormity of the crime was
an attempt on the part of the Soviet authori-
ties who ruled Ukraine until our independ-
ence to conceal what really happened here.
Early last year, I authorized the establish-
ment of the ‘‘Days of Memory of the Victims
of Babi Yar for the year 2001.’’

For the 60th anniversary of the tragedy we
will be dedicating an edition of The Holo-

caust Encyclopedia, a book of memories and
an album. Under the same perspective the
opening performances for the plays of the
leading theaters of the country, and the se-
ries of TV and radio programs are in their
final preparations. We will be publishing
speeches of famous writers, cultural and art
workers, scientists, and war veterans.

I would like to repeat one more time: We
consider it a sacred obligation to respect the
memory of the Jewish victims who perished.

Economic development is key to Ukraine’s
admission to the European Union. However,
as you have mentioned, your country is not
yet able to attract the amount of foreign in-
vestment you say you need. What industries
or specific projects are you trying to pro-
mote as significant sources of Western cap-
ital and/or management? Perhaps, more im-
portantly from the investors’ point of view,
what kinds of protections can you offer
them? What guarantees can you provide re-
garding legal procedures? What about na-
tionalizations? How can an investor be sure
the economic landscape can’t or won’t
change radically?

While not as fast as we would like our
economy is still growing. Our high GDP and
industrial production growth rates in the
last year and in the first months of this year
should reassure everyone. They have been
very impressive, particularly when con-
trasted with the Western slowdown.

Increasing foreign investment is critical to
our development plans. Our estimates are for
investment inflows of at least $30 billion.

To help facilitate this necessary migration
of capital, Ukraine is implementing the larg-
est-ever privatization processes in the
spheres of power, engineering, communica-
tions, and agriculture. this gives our inter-
national partners, including those from
Israel, wonderful and exciting opportunities.
I will dare say that Ukraine is one of the
most exciting and opportunity-rich markets
on earth.

We have developed special economic zones
of priority development with reduced regu-
latory and tax regimens. The total area of
these zones makes up more that 10 percent of
our country’s territory. Here, investors are
granted special tax advantages, including
discounts for value added tax, income duties,
and other levies. These zones already host
more than 400 projects financed by foreign
investors. But this is just the beginning.

Opportunities extend to woodworking, pulp
and paper, engineering, metalworking, fuels
and chemicals, oil and gas, transportation,
metallurgy; construction, shipbuilding; the
list is quite literally endless. but having said
all this, there is one area that calls for spe-
cial attention and that is agriculture. Owing
to the intensive market reforms, almost all
our collective and Soviet farms have been re-
structured into private market businesses.

Our national tax burden has been dramati-
cally reduced to the point where it is now
roughly one-fifth of the tax burden found in
an OECD country. If these are not competi-
tive advantages, then I don’t know what are.

As for your question about nationalization,
let me say that foreign investors in Ukraine
are as well protected here as anywhere in
Eastern Europe. We have binding bilateral
agreements to this effect with more than 50
countries, including Israel. Our national leg-
islature includes guarantees on the inviola-
bility of rights and parity conditions of na-
tional and foreign investors. In particular,
even if some changes are introduced into the
present legislation in the course of 10 years,
guarantees that were in effect before will be
used upon request of the foreign investor.
Foreign capital in Ukraine is not subject to
nationalization. Furthermore, foreign inves-
tors actually have the right to obtain com-
pensation from the state in the event state
actions result in financial losses.
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For media companies like ours that may

consider entering your market, what assur-
ances can you provide regarding press free-
dom in Ukraine?

The economic advantage I described before
are as applicable to foreign media investors
as they are to foreign construction engi-
neers.

Today we have more than 10,000 periodicals
of all shapes, sizes, and opinions published in
Ukraine. Our constitution elevates ideolog-
ical diversity, forbids censorship, and guar-
antees free speech and association rights to
every citizen.

But you must remember, we are a new
country and a new democracy. This actually
means we need more help than other, more
developed democracies.

When we are talking about press freedom,
it is critical to remember that independent
publications belong to people and/or compa-
nies, some of whom express themselves
through clannish, corporate, or private in-
terests and ambitions, which doesn’t nec-
essarily benefit anyone other than them-
selves.

The President’s Decree states that a news-
paper can only be closed by the person who
owns it, founded it, or if our judicial system
deems it has broken the law. In other words,
in our country, just like yours, we do have
laws and we demand that all citizens, private
and corporate, adhere to them. Any person
or company who obeys the law and pays his
taxes has nothing to worry about.
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2001 CONGRESSIONAL CLASSROOM

HON. DAN MILLER
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take a minute to recognize the students
of the 2001 Congressional Classroom from my
district in Florida. One student from the junior
class of each of the participating high schools
in my district was selected competitively to
participate in the program here in Washington,
DC.

Throughout the week, the students had the
opportunity to meet with several of my fellow
colleagues in the House of Representatives,
as well as Florida Senators BOB GRAHAM and
BILL NELSON, and Justice Antonin Scalia of the
United States Supreme Court. The students
also had the opportunity to meet with Dan
Goldin, Director of NASA; Elaine Chao, Sec-
retary of Labor; and Dr. Francis Collins, Direc-
tor of the Human Genome Institute at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. The Congressional
Classroom program also included an important
trip through history with a visit to the National
Holocaust Museum.

The Congressional Classroom program is a
superb opportunity for young people to learn
more about the United States Government,
and provides them with a first hand account of
the persons and institutions that comprise our
government. It is always an honor and a
pleasure to share this experience with young
people, as it is a learning experience for the
students as well as myself. Keeping in touch
with the issues that affect the future genera-
tions of this nation is crucial to maintaining the
spirit and effectiveness of our government.

I would like to thank the teachers, parents,
staff, and all of my distinguished colleagues

who so generously donated their time and ef-
fort to make this program a success. I wish
the best of luck to all the students who partici-
pated, and that they can continue to have a
powerful and positive influence on their com-
munities and the world.

Finally, I would like to congratulate the par-
ticipants of the 2001 Congressional Class-
room:

Will Butler, Saint Stephens School; Brad
Chase, Pine View High School;
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SHELLEY BERKLEY
OF NEVADA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, due to inclem-
ent weather, my flight was late which is why
I missed rollcall votes No. 126 and No. 127.
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’
on No. 126 and ‘‘yea’’ on No. 127.
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U.S. DISPLACEMENT FROM THE
U.N. HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

HON. DAVID DREIER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
take this opportunity to introduce into the
RECORD, the following statement to the Cana-
dian Senate by the Honorable Jerry S.
Grafstein, Q.C. regarding the United States’
displacement from the U.N. Human Rights
Commission. Senator Grafstein cochaired the
42nd meeting of the U.S.-Canada Inter-
parliamentary Group held last weekend.

Senator Grafstein’s remarks address the im-
portant role the United States has played over
the last century in the evolution of international
rule of law and leadership in projecting a
human rights agenda around the world. I hope
that my colleagues will take to heart the en-
couraging comments of Senator Grafstein.

Hon. Jerahmiel S. Grafstein: Honourable
Senators, next week Parliament is co-
hosting the forty-second annual meeting of
the Canada-U.S. Interparliamentary Group
in Western Canada. As Canadian co-chair, I
have pondered the role of the United States
with respect to Canada. Yet who can fail to
consider the United States’ paramount role
in the evolution of international rule of law
and American leadership in projecting a
human rights agenda around the globe in the
last century? Therefore, it came as no small
shock when we discovered two weeks ago
that the European bloc, led by France, and
the Asian bloc, led by China, were successful
in displacing the United States as a sitting
member of the UN Commission on Human
Rights for the first time since its creation in
1947.

Honourable senators may recall that it was
due to the efforts of Eleanor Roosevelt that
this commission was first established. Now,
instead of the United States, we have
France, Sweden and Austria representing the
North American and European bloc. Other
nations, those exemplars of human rights na-

tions, include Algeria, China, Saudi Arabia,
Uganda, Armenia, Pakistan, Syria and Viet-
nam.

It is regrettable that the staunchest pro-
moter of human rights around the globe has
been displaced, not because of its failure to
promote a human rights agenda but, rather,
primarily because it has forced the inter-
national community to confront human
rights in a way that no other region, block
or nation has been prepared to project so sin-
gularly and so consistently. Only the United
States publishes annually a region-by-region
analysis of nations that fall below inter-
national human rights norms.

Honourable senators, may I recommend
that you read a very short book entitled On
The Law of Nations by former U.S. Senator
Daniel Moynihan. It gives an extraordinary
account of the role that international law
has played in the foreign policy of the United
States. It is a primer for all those who are
interested in the rule of law in international
relations.

Returning to the exclusion of the United
States from the United Nations Human
Rights Commission, I can best sum up by
quoting these words from another antique
senator that express for me the current situ-
ation: O tempora! O mores!
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TRIBUTE TO JAMES F. HETTINGER
FOR HIS SERVICE TO THE CITI-
ZENS OF GREATER BATTLE
CREEK

HON. NICK SMITH
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 24, 2001

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Mr. James Hettinger for over
20 years of dedicated service to the citizens of
greater Battle Creek, MI.

Today, Thursday, May 24, 2001, the citizens
of Battle Creek, MI will gather to pay tribute to
a man who’s efforts over the past twenty-three
years led to the formation and expansion of
one of the nation’s premier industrial parks,
and the economic rebirth of a community.

As Chief Executive Officer of Battle Creek
Unlimited, the marketing and economic devel-
opment arm of the City of Battle Creek, Jim
has served as an excellent ambassador for
the community, touting the positive attributes
of locating facilities in the Cereal City to busi-
nesses around the world. To date, his efforts
have led to the decision by approximately two
dozen international companies to locate in the
Fort Custer Industrial Park, resulting in over
3,000 jobs.

Jim has forged cooperative agreements with
surrounding communities in an effort to spur
economic growth beyond the boundaries of
the city. He has been a driving force behind
countless critical projects in the area including:
the establishment of an inland U.S. Customs
Port of Entry and Foreign Trade Zone 43; the
retention of hundreds of jobs at the Battle
Creek Federal Center; the relocation of the
Western Michigan University College of Avia-
tion to Battle Creek, and most recently, the
forging of an innovative e-learning agreement
with the Canadian province of New Brunswick.
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